Remarks 



Claims 1, 9 and 15 have been amended to recite that the single message is generated “in 
accordance with a message protocol permitting attachments to a message” and that the generated 
message contains the accumulated plurality of requests or responses “as attachments to the 
message”. Claims 7, 13 and 19 have been similarly amended to recite that the received message 
is “generated in accordance with a message protocol permitting attachments to a message” and 
contains a plurality of requests or responses “as attachments to the message”. 

New claim 21, dependent on claim 1 as amended, recites that the generated message comprises a 
header and a body containing information about the attachments, as shown in Fig. 4 and 
described in the accompanying text on page 9. New claim 22, also dependent on claim 1 as 
amended, recites that the attachments are MIME attachments, as also shown in Fig. 4 and 
described on page 9. 

Claims 1-20 as amended and new claims 21-22 are believed to distinguish patentably over the art 
cited and in particular over Large et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication 2003/0182364 
(“Large”) in view of Sargent, U.S. Patent 6,874,010 (“Sargent”). In rejecting claim 2 as 
previously presented, the Examiner stated that Large “discloses the generated message is a 
SOAP message containing the accumulated plurality of requests or responses as SOAP 
attachments” (page 7, ‘fl 10). As its title indicates, Large relates to a method and apparatus for 
requesting and performing batched operations for Web services. However, while Large discloses 
the use of the SOAP protocol, it does not discuss attachments at all, and certainly does not teach 
including individual requests or responses as attachments to a message as claimed by applicant. 
Accordingly, Large does not teach the subject matter of claims 1-22 as currently presented, either 
alone or in conjunction with other art. 
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Conclusion 



Reconsideration of the application as amended is respectfully requested. It is hoped that upon 
such consideration, the Examiner will hold all claims allowable and pass the case to issue at an 
early date. Such action is earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 
JOSHY JOSEPH et al. 



By /William A. Kinnaman. Jr./ 

William A. Kinnaman, Jr., Reg. No. 27,650 
Voice: (845) 433-1175 
Fax: (845) 432-9601 
E-mail: walc@us.ibm.com 

WAK/wak 
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